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Detailed Action 

Claims 1-14,29, 36-43 are pending in this application. Claims 15-28, 30-35 have 
been cancelled.. This is a response to the Amendment/Remarks/RCE filed on 
10/15/09. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-7,12,29,36-38,40,43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US Publication 2003/0072429 issued to Slobodin et al.(Slobodin) in 
view of US Publication 2002/0103864 issued to Rodman et al. (Rodman) in further view 
of US Patent 7,234,1 16 issued to Watanabe et al.(Watanabe) in further view of Office 
Notice. 

As per claim 1 , Slobodin teaches where a phone connection exists over a 
telephone network between a first phone of the host party and a second phone of the 
attendee party(Figs.3-12, para. 0010); the first adaptor also coupled to the first 
computer(Figs.3-12); a second adaptor which is coupled to both the second phone and 
the second computer(Figs.3-12,para.0084); receiving a start meeting command at a first 
adaptor coupled to both the first phone and the first computer(para.0039, Fig. 7,8, 9); and 
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in response to the first adaptor receiving the start meeting command, causing the first 
adaptor to initiate a meeting(Fig.12, para.0051). 

Slobodin however does not explicitly teach a method for initiating an online 
meeting over a data network between a host party with a first computer and an attendee 
party with a second computer; receiving, at the first adaptor from the first computer, a 
meeting identification that was generated by the data center; storing the meeting 
identification at a requesting conference endpoint, transmitting the meeting identification 
from the requesting conference endpoint over the telephone network to a remote 
conference endpoint; causing by the first adaptor, the first computer to send a start 
meeting message over the data network to a data center; 

Rodman teaches a method for initiating an online meeting over a data network 
between a host party with a first computer and an attendee party with a second 
computer, (Fig.1 , para. 001 1 ), the method comprising: receiving a meeting identification 
from the data center(para.0012; conference code); storing the meeting identification at a 
requesting conference endpoint(para.0012), transmitting the meeting identification from 
the requesting conference endpoint over the telephone network to a remote conference 
endpoint(para.0013). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the teachings of Slobodin to include sending meeting 
identification as taught by Rodman in order to establish data conferencing sessions 
between two or more geographically remote conference site(Slobodin, para. 0002). 
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One ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the teachings 
of Rodman and Slobodin in order to establish data conferencing sessions between two 
or more geographically remote conference site(Slobodin, para. 0002). 

Slobodin in view of Rodman explicitly teaches in response to the first adaptor 
receiving the start meeting command, causing the first adaptor to initiate a 
meeting(Slobodin, Fig. 12, para. 0051), however does not explicitly teach, causing by the 
first adaptor, the first computer to send a start meeting message over the data network 
to a data center; and receiving, at the first adaptor from the first computer, a meeting 
identification that was generated by the data center. 

Watanabe teaches causing the first computer to send a start meeting message 
over the data network to a data center(Fig.7, col. 12, lines 61- col. 1340; teaches start up 
message sent to the server which is interpreted as the start meeting message). 

Taking in to consideration, The Supreme Court in KSR International Co. v. 

Teleflex Inc., 550 U.S. , , 82 USPQ2d 1385, 1395-97 (2007) identified a 

number of rationales to support a conclusion of obviousness which are consistent with 
the proper "functional approach" to the determination of obviousness as laid down in 
Graham. The key to supporting any rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103 is the clear 
articulation of the reason(s) why the claimed invention would have been obvious. The 
Supreme Court in KSR noted that the analysis supporting a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 
103 should be made explicit. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the teachings of Slobodin in view of Rodman of the method of a 
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first adaptor receiving the start meeting command and the first adaptor initiating a 
meeting based on the receive command to instead of the first adaptor initiating the 
meeting, sending the command to a computer to cause the first computer to send a 
start meeting message over the data network to a data center as taught by Watanabe in 
order to start an online meeting. 

One ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the teachings 
of Rodman, Slobodin, and Watanabe in order to start an online meeting. 

Rodman does teach receiving a meeting identification that was generated by the 
data center, para. 001 2. Slobodin, claim 1, recites "a data conference control unit 
connected to the telephone adapter and the network interface, the data conference 
control unit adapted for communication with the local display device, that data 
conference control unit implementing a negotiation procedure that obtains a network 
access code", suggests that the data conference/adaptor receives some network 
access code for conferencing. Slobodin in view of Rodman in further view of Watanabe 
does not explicitly teach sending information/ID from a computer to the first adaptor. 

Office Notice is taken; the methodology of sending/receiving information/data 
from one device to another is well known. This method can be applied to sending from 
a computer to a first adaptor. The prior art of record teaches setting up a conference 
with the use of the adaptor and a computer receiving meeting identification from a 
server. 

Taking in to consideration, The Supreme Court in KSR International Co. v. 
Teleflex Inc., 550 U.S. , , 82 USPQ2d 1385, 1395-97 (2007) identified a 
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number of rationales to support a conclusion of obviousness which are consistent with 
the proper "functional approach" to the determination of obviousness as laid down in 
Graham. The key to supporting any rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103 is the clear 
articulation of the reason(s) why the claimed invention would have been obvious. The 
Supreme Court in KSR noted that the analysis supporting a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 
103 should be made explicit. 

To send the meeting identification from the computer to the adaptor would have 
been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art since this method is merely sending data 
from one device to another. Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to modify the method of Slobodin in view of 
Rodman in further view of Watanbe of a setting up a conference with the use of the 
adaptor and a computer receiving meeting identification from a server to send the 
meeting identification from the computer to the adaptor in order to set up a conference 
with the use of the adaptor(Slobodin, claim 1, Abstract). 

As per claim 2, the method of claim 1, further comprising: receiving the meeting 
identification into the second adaptor from the telephone network(Rodman, para. 001 3, 
Slobodin, Figs. 3-1 2); and causing by the second adaptor, the second computer to send 
a join meeting message over the data network to the data center(Rodman, para. 001 3, 
Slobodin, Figs. 3-1 2). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 1. 

As per claim 3, the method of claim 1 , wherein the telephone network comprises 
a public switched telephone network(Rodman, para.0011, Slobodin, para. 0042). 
Motivation to combine set forth in claim 1 . 
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As per claim 4, the method of claim 1 , wherein the data network comprises an 
lntemet(Slobodin, para. 0020). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 1 . 

As per claim 5, the method of claim 1 , further comprising: 
encoding the meeting identification by the first adaptor prior to transmitting the 
meeting identification over the telephone network to the second adaptor(Rodman, 
para.0043). 

As per claim 6, the method of claim 5, wherein the second adaptor receives the 
meeting identification by monitoring the phone connection to detect the encoded 
meeting identification(Rodman, para.0043). 

As per claim 7, the method of claim 6, wherein said encoding converts the 
meeting identification into a dual tone multiple frequency (DTMF) signal(Rodman, 
para.0043). 

As per claim 12, the method of claim 1 , further comprising: a third party with a 
third computer joining the meeting using a third adaptor which is coupled to both a third 
phone and a third computer(Slobodin, Figs. 3-1 2). Motivation to combine set forth in 
claim 1. 

Slobodin in view of Rodman in further view of Watanabe, does not teach as per 
claim 37, a codec operable to encode the meeting identification prior to transmission of 
the meeting identification over the telephone network to the second apparatus. 
Rodman, para.0043, does teach encoding for conference invitation. 

Office Notice is taken; it is well known to one ordinary skill in the art to use codec 
for encoding data. 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the teachings of Slobodin in view of Rodman in further view of 
Watanabe to include codec to encode data in order to provide security for meeting 
identification. 

One ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the teachings 
of Rodman, Slobodin, and Watanabe, Bear and the use of codec to include codec to 
encode data in order to provide security for meeting identification. 

As per claim 40, the apparatus of claim 36, wherein the plurality of interfaces 
include a USB interface operable to couple the apparatus to the first computer and RJ 
interface operable to couple the apparatus to the first phone(Slobodin, Figs.1 3-14). 
Motivation to combine set forth in claim 1 . 

As per claim 29,36,38, 43 do not teach or further define over the limitations in 
claims 1-7,12 . Therefore claim 29,36,38, 43 are rejected for the same reasons set 
forth above. 

Claims 8-11,13,14,39,41,42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US Publication 2003/0072429 issued to Slobodin et al. (Slobodin) in 
view of US Publication 2002/0103864 issued to Rodman et al. (Rodman) in further view 
of US Patent 7,234,1 16 issued to Watanabe et al. (Watanabe) in further view of Office 
Notice.) in further view of US Patent 6,959,072 issued to Lee. 

Slobodin in view of Rodman in further view of Watanabe in further view of Office 
Notice does not explicitly teach as per claim 8, the method of claim 1 , further 
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comprising: initiating an audio recording of the meeting by user input on one of said 
adaptors. 

Lee teaches initiating an audio recording of the meeting by user input on one of 
said adaptors(Abstract). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify the teachings of Slobodin in view of Rodman in further view of 
Watanabe in further view of Office Notice to include recording and playing audio 
messages as taught by Lee in order to provide audio information to people. 

One ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have been 
motivated to combine the teachings of Rodman, Slobodin, Watanabe, and Lee in order 
to provide audio information to people. 

As per claim 9, the method of claim 1 , further comprising: recording audio of the 
meeting from the phone connection through one of said adaptors to the computer 
coupled thereto(Lee, Abstract). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 8. 

As per claim 1 0, the method of claim 1 , further comprising: recording audio of the 
meeting from the phone connection within flash memory of one of said adaptors(Lee, 
Abstract). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 8. 

As per claim 1 1 , the method of claim 1 , further comprising: enabling a privilege- 
to-record field for the attendee prior to allowing an audio recording of the meeting by 
way of the second adaptor(Lee, Fig.5A, col.5, lines 34-48). Motivation to combine set 
forth in claim 8. 
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As per claim 1 3, the method of claim 1 , further comprising: receiving an audio 
message from the data center and playing the audio message to one of said 
parties(Lee, Abstract). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 8. 

As per claim 14, the method of claim 13, wherein the audio message includes 
instructions relating to the meeting(Lee, Abstract). Lee teaches the use of audio 
messages, therefore it is obvious to one ordinary skill in the art that a person can record 
any kind of audio message. It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to record instructions relating to a meeting in order to provide 
users information. 

As per claims 39,41 ,42, do not teach or further define over the limitations in 
claims 8-1 1 ,13,14 . Therefore claims 39, 41 ,42 are rejected for the same reasons set 
forth above. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-14,29, 36-43 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing 



Application/Control Number: 10/699,103 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2451 

responses, to fully consider the references in its entirety as potentially teaching of all or 
part of the claimed invention. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. See PTO-892. 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing 
responses, to fully consider the references in its entirety as potentially teaching of all or 
part of the claimed invention. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. See PTO-892. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to BACKHEAN TIV whose telephone number is (571)272- 
5654. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (571) 272-3964. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

B. T. 

Backhean Tiv 
Examiner, Art Unit 2451 
12/17/09 



/Hassan Phillips/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2451 



